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the creative sentencing 
trend in which this Court has been 
a participant has been one of the 
more positive things to have 
happened both in the law and in 
the matter of the environment over 
the last 20 years.”

“In my view, 

- Judge James Jacques, March 2013
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As of December 31, 2013, another 13 
orders created in previous years are still 
being tracked.
Efforts are made to continually improve 
the participation of Alberta Environment 
and Sustainable Resource Development 
in the creative sentencing process 
and keep it responsive to Alberta’s 

environmental needs. A workshop was held in 
February 2013 to solicit feedback from creative 
sentencing participants, ranging from those involved 
in the courtroom to investigators and recipients. 
Work has begun on some of the recommendations 
from that workshop.
We strive to provide transparency and accountability 
to the creative sentencing process by posting 
creative sentencing orders on the Alberta 
Environment and Sustainable Resource Development 
website (http://environment.alberta.ca/02271.html) 
and through the release of this report.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Alberta’s environmental legislation sets out 
requirements for the protection and wise 
use of the environment. If these rules are 
not followed, Alberta Environment and 
Sustainable Resource Development has 
a range of enforcement options, one of 
which is prosecution.
When a prosecution results in a guilty 
plea or a finding of guilt by a trial judge, the court 
can decide to impose a creative sentencing order 
as part of the sentence. In 2013, eight new creative 
sentencing orders were issued by Alberta provincial 
court judges.
Once an order has been imposed by the court, the 
environmental investigations liaison with Alberta 
Environment and Sustainable Resource Development 
monitors the completion of the project as laid out in 
the court document. The court can place conditions 
and require offenders to comply with the terms of 
creative sentence orders for up to three years.
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YEAR IN REVIEW
As far as endings go, it couldn’t have been much 
sweeter.
Crown prosecutor Susan McRory was wrapping 
up her last case as a specialized prosecutor with 
the Alberta government one day this past March 
in a quiet courtroom in Fort McMurray.
As in the majority of the cases she handled in the 
last decade, this one had a creative sentencing 
project.
But the judge did more than adopt the suggested 
project. Judge James Jacques took the time to 
salute creative sentencing, a practice McRory had 
championed for 20 years.
“The history of sentencing in environmental mat-
ters, particularly in this province, has shown an 
increasing trend toward greater em-
phasis on the creative penalty,” 
Jacques said during the 
sentencing. “And in 
that regard, I tend to 
think of environ-
mental prosecu-
tions as essen-
tially being in 
the forefront of 
restorative jus-
tice. In no area, 
either of criminal 
or quasi-criminal 
law, has there been 
such a thrust toward 
turning the penalty for the 
wrongdoing into something 
that will actually do some 
good in and of itself, and in 
these environmental areas, 
particularly for the environment.”
“In my view, the creative sentencing trend in 
which this court has been a participant has been 
one of the more positive things to have happened 
both in the law and in the matter of the environ-
ment over the last 20 years,” he added.
McRory was due to retire at the end of April, so 
she especially appreciated Judge Jacques’ words.
As a prosecutor specializing in environmental 
cases, McRory had long ago realized there was a 
need for a type of punishment that went beyond 
the fines prescribed by our legislation.
“Through projects that address the underlying 
cause of the offence, we can prevent future of-
fences,” she said once, in one of her many talks 

on the subject. “If the behavior of one company in 
a particular industry is changed, the standard of 
care for the entire industry is also changed.”
Creative sentencing began in Alberta in 1993, 
with the proclamation of the Environmental 
Protection and Enhancement Act. These flexible 
sentencing options were eventually worked into 
other legislation, including the Water Act, the 
Public Lands Act, the Forests Act, the Forest and 
Prairie Protection Act, and the Climate Change 
and Emissions Management Act.
McRory embraced the concept and found many 
judges in the court system willing to try some-
thing new.
The term “creative sentencing” was coined follow-
ing a decision by Yukon Chief Judge Barry Stuart. 
Judge Stuart decided in his 1980 decision in R. 
v. United Keno Hill Mines Limited that it wasn’t 

going to be enough to use substantial fines 
as the primary means of punish-

ing large corporations. He 
spoke of the need for a 

“greater spectrum of 
sentencing options” 

and compiled 
a list of what 
he described 
as “additional 
measures.” He 
concluded by 

saying, “I hope 
other Judges 

may explore more 
creatively and coura-

geously than I have.”
Since then, the Alberta Court 
of Appeal, in  its 2005 deci-
sion R. v. Terroco Industries 
Limited, has instructed pro-

vincial  judges to use “…the entire arsenal of sen-
tencing options…,” including  those contained in 
creative sentencing provisions. One of the main 
strengths of creative sentencing is its diversity of 
options. It’s like having a strong player in every 
key position on a sports team. Creative sentenc-
ing provisions in our environment and natural 
resource legislation today allow the judge to order 
fine diversions, which is what many people may 
recognize as creative sentencing. But the courts 
can also require the offender to fix the harm they 
did, publish the facts relating to their conviction, 
or perform community service, among other op-
tions. Creative sentencing is so flexible, the court 
can require the offender to comply with any other 

ASSOCIATED PROJECTS: RIVER ECOLOGY EDUCATION 
Photo supplied by RiverWatch
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conditions considered appropriate in the circum-
stances for securing the offender’s good conduct 
and for preventing the offender from repeating 
the same offence or committing other offences.
All the participants in the criminal justice pro-
cess, including the judge, the offender, or the 
Crown can propose creative sentencing options 
for any particular case. Proposals to fund specific 
projects using penalty funds are often presented 
to the court as joint submissions between the 
offender and the Crown. The sentencing judge, 
however, always makes the final decision on what 
the ultimate sentence will be.  
In 2013, a wide array of options was used in the 
eight cases that ended in creative sentencing. 
Three consultants who, in separate instances, 
provided false information to the government 
were each required to write accounts of their 
offence and the consequences they faced. The 
Environmental Services Association of Alberta 
agreed to run the accounts in their Weekly News 
publication, which is an email newsletter sent out 
to a large group of consultants in the environment 
trade industry.
The accounts not only outlined the legal impacts, 
but the effects on their professional and personal 
lives, as well. “I cannot emphasize enough how 
much I regret what I did, and wish that I could 
turn back the clock,” wrote one man. “Please 
learn from my mistakes and avoid what has hap-
pened to me.”
There were also two sentencings in which compa-
nies were ordered to remediate and reclaim the 
environmental damage they had done. In both 
cases, the cost of fixing the environmental degra-
dation they had caused is going to cost them more 
than the fine they received and is over and above 
whatever could be obtained through civil litiga-
tion.
The punishment also has to serve as a deterrent 
to others. Often, we hear that a particular in-
dustry or community is carefully watching how 
the justice system will handle the environmental 
offender in their midst. Deterring the offender 
before the Court  and others was recognized 
by the Alberta Court of Appeal in R. v. Terroco 

Industries Limited as being a “key component” 
of sentences  for environmental offences and this 
includes the use of creative sentencing. A 2012 
survey of recent creative sentencing project par-
ticipants (recipients, defence counsel, and inves-
tigators) revealed that 72 per cent believed the 
specific project they were involved in would deter 
future offences by others in the same industry in 
which the offence occurred. The other 28 per cent 
did not respond in the negative, but were neutral 
on the question.
The goal, wherever possible, is to use a project 
that addresses the root cause of the contravention 
or, alternatively, to use a project that benefits the 
environment and the public more generally while 
still maintaining some nexus to the contraven-
tion. In 2013, the court directed penalty funds to 
projects that assisted, among others, Crime Stop-
pers, a watershed quality group, and a hands-on, 
outdoor education organization that works with 
junior high and high school students.
As always, creative sentencing continues to evolve 
and we strive to continually improve it. Partici-
pants of a creative sentencing workshop held in 
2013 advised us to broaden the list of recipients 
by seeking more project ideas from non-govern-
mental organizations. 
We were also advised to boost public knowledge 
of creative sentencing by addressing misconcep-
tions and common questions on the Ministry 
website. We are currently trying to address some 
of these recommendations and the suggested 
documents will be posted once the Ministry fin-
ishes revamping its website.
Public understanding and confidence in the cre-
ative sentencing process is important, which is 
one of the reasons why this report is now pub-
lished annually.
We welcome any other thoughts you may have 
on improving the use of creative sentencing in 
Alberta.

Hanneke Brooymans
Environmental Investigations Liaison
Alberta Environment and Sustainable Resource 
Development

This report is written and produced by the environmental investigations liaison with Alberta Environment and Sustainable 
Resource Development with input from Department staff and the Specialized Prosecutions Branch with the Alberta Crown 
Prosecution Service.
To comment on this report or on creative sentencing efforts in general, please contact the Information Centre with 
Alberta Environment and Sustainable Resource Development. 
Email ESRD.Info-Centre@gov.ab.ca or call toll free in Alberta: 310 -ESRD (3773)
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CIATED PROJECT: NATIVE PLANT REGENERATION      Photo by Hanneke Brooymans

ONGOING 
PROJECTS
NATIVE PLANT REGENERATION Research on propa-
gating and establishing plants of traditional aborigi-
nal value in wetland habitat is being conducted 
by Alberta Innovates - Technology Futures with 
$90,688 in creative sentencing funds from the 
Grizzly Oil Sands ULC case.  A secondary objec-
tive of the project is to teach plant skills to two 
aboriginal students from two high schools. 
(One participant from Sunchild E-Learn-
ing High School in Conklin is pictured at 
right.) PROJECT DEADLINE: March 2016

RED DEER RIVER RESEARCH The City 
of Red Deer received $100,000 in cre-
ative sentencing funds from the Permo-
lex Ltd. case to use toward a project that 
will measure the quality and quantity 
of storm water entering the Red Deer 
River and creek tributaries. The project 
will also determine the City’s impact on 
the river, analyze the river’s capacity to 
handle pollutants, and develop methods 
to reduce impacts. PROJECT DEAD-
LINE: March 2015

WETLAND RESTORATION: BIG COUN-
TRY/STROHHAECKER PROJECT Ducks 
Unlimited Canada used $35,632 in cre-
ative sentencing funds from the Harvest 
Operations Corp. case to restore and en-
hance a wetland between Camrose and 
Viking called the Big Country/Strohhaecker 
project. PROJECT DEADLINE: Extended to 
March 2014 to expend remaining funds

E-LEARNING PORTAL Emerge Learning and 
the North Saskatchewan Watershed Alliance used 
$185,000 in creative sentencing funds from the 
Statoil Canada Ltd. case to create an online training 
portal to support surface water diversion compli-
ance by the oil and gas industry. The program was 
launched to their members by the Canadian Associa-
tion of Petroleum Producers and Statoil. To view the 
portal, go to www.surfacewaterdiversion.com. PROJ-
ECT DEADLINE: February 2013, with additional time 
allowed for updates
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STURGEON RESEARCH University of Alberta researchers and accredited volunteers are us-
ing $180,000 in creative sentencing funds from the Jovnic Ltd. case to figure out how many 
endangered lake sturgeon are left in the North Saskatchewan River and what factors are 
responsible for their population decline.  (Owen Watkins, below in photo, will write a Mas-
ter’s thesis for this project. This photo shows him baiting a hook to capture, measure and 
release sturgeon on the banks of the North Saskatchewan River in summer 2013.) PROJECT 
DEADLINE: May 2014

UNIVERSITY OF CALGARY ROOT CAUSE ANALYSIS The University of 
Calgary will use $40,000 in creative sentencing funds from the All-

Can Engineering and Surveys Ltd. case to analyze the root causes of 
a surveying mistake that led to a frac out. PROJECT DEADLINE: 

June 2014

COMPENSATION FOR FIRE DEPARTMENT Harold Allan 
Baker was ordered to pay $1,981.25 to the Edgerton Emer-

gency Services Department to compensate for the cost of 
extinguishing a fire set by Baker. PAYMENT DEADLINE: 

December 2013

AVIAN PROTECTION PROJECT; WILDLIFE MANAGE-
MENT COURSES; GOLDEN RANCHES HABITAT This 

multifaceted creative sentence distributed $2.45 mil-
lion from the Syncrude Canada Ltd. case to three 

different projects. The first involves University of 
Alberta research to advance bird protection in 

the oilsands region of Alberta; the second will 
create wildlife management courses at Keyano 
College; and the third involved the purchase 

of important wetland habitat at North Cooking 
Lake.  PROJECT DEADLINE: Reporting exten-

sion to April 2014

HABITAT RESTORATION The Alberta Stream Watch 
Conservation Coalition received $75,000 for a habitat 

restoration project called the Falls Creek Reclamation 
Project. Decision on spending of remaining funds in 

progress. No project expiry date.

BURSARIES AND SCHOLARSHIPS FOR POST-SECONDARY 
EDUCATION There are currently three projects which are 

technically complete.  However, the bursaries or scholarships 
that were set up as projects continue to disburse funds to worthy 

recipients. The most recently established is at Olds College, which 
will use $60,000 in creative sentencing funds from the Devon 

Canada Corporation case to establish a bursary to provide financial 
support for a two-year diploma in Land and Water Resources, with 

a specialization in Environmental Stewardship. Keyano College received $75,000 through 
the Suncor Energy Inc. case to establish the Firebag River Scholarship. Also, SAIT received 
$15,000 through the AAA Petroleum Contracting Ltd. case to establish the Nose Creek En-
dowment Award. 

ASSOCIATED PROJECT: STURGEON RESEARCH
Photo by Hanneke Brooymans
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ASSOCIATED PROJECTS: RIVER ECOLOGY EDUCATION 
Supplied by RiverWatch

LANDFILL REMEDIATION Under a creative sentencing order, McColman & Sons Demolition 
Ltd. faces a three-year stop order to prohibit them from operating a landfill on a property 
where the offence took place. They must also abide by a waste remediation and monitoring 
plan, which is estimated to cost the company $1.85 million. PROJECT DEADLINE: January 
2015

EMERGENCY RESPONSE TRAINING Under a creative sentencing order for the CN Rail-
way Company case, a $280,000 penalty diversion allowed NAIT to develop an emergency 
response training course and offer scholarships. $20,000 is to go to the Alberta Fire Chiefs 
Association to be used to fund specialized training seminars on emergency response and to 
offset attendance costs of those seminars for volunteer firefighters. No deadlines for this por-
tion of creative sentence.

SUPPORTING ANONYMOUS REPORTING The Crime Stoppers Association of Edmonton and 
Northern Alberta received $32,500 to support their operating costs through a creative sen-
tencing penalty diversion in the Diversified Transportation Ltd. case. PROJECT DEADLINE: 
October 2014

RECLAMATION ORDER Gordon Morozoff and his company, A Little Piece of Travers, are 
required to reclaim a piece of land they impacted. PROJECT DEADLINE: July 2014

FLOATING A BOAT AND RIVER ECOLOGY EDUCATION In two separate cases (Jason Denis 
Ulliac and Stephen Brown), penalty funds were diverted to the RiverWatch Institute of Alber-
ta to facilitate the purchase of one fully-equipped raft and to cover the program fees for two 
classes of students to take part in a RiverWatch field trip. PROJECT DEADLINE: June 2015

IMPROVING LAKE WATER QUALITY The Gull Lake Water Quality Management Society is 
supposed to receive a $15,000 penalty diversion from the Dale Mather case to reduce fertil-
izer run off into Gull Lake. PROJECT DEADLINE: April 2016
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PROJECTS COMPLETED 
IN 2013
HAZARDOUS HOUSEHOLD WASTE CONTAINERS The Flagstaff Regional Solid 
Waste Management Association received $16,282 in creative sentencing funds 
from the Smith’s Service (Lougheed) Ltd. case to purchase equipment that will 
allow year-round household hazardous waste collection at numerous sites in 
Flagstaff County (such as the one pictured at right). The association reports that, 
“Collection of household hazardous waste at 11 trans-
fer sites throughout the year resulted in much posi-
tive feedback from customers and partners. Residents 
championed the new collection methodology as a very 
positive change.”

LAKEFRONT EDUCATION The Jackfish Lake Manage-
ment Association used $5,000 in creative sentencing 
funds from the QIS Trucking Ltd. case to educate Jack-
fish Lake residents. A registered letter was sent to resi-
dents informing them how shoreline modification dam-
ages the lake and fish living in it and that authorizations 
must be obtained before modifications are made. Signs 
with similar messages were also posted at lake access 
points. In their final report, the association wrote that, 
“The JLMA hopes that this will clarify for lakeshore 
residents the laws of lakeshore living and encourage 
voluntary compliance.”

USED OIL ROUNDUP IN SCHOOLS Edmonton Public 
Schools used $8,000 in creative sentencing funds from 
the Canessco Services Inc. case to create a central stor-
age area for used oil, a hazardous waste generated in 
their automotive shops. 

MENTAL HEALTH IN THE WORKPLACE The Institute 
of Health Economics received $75,000 in creative sen-
tencing funds from the Tiger Calcium Services Inc. case 
to develop a workshop for small business managers 
and supervisors that will help them identify and re-
duce workplace risks to mental health and to study the 
impact of the workshops. The Institute felt the project was successful “...and has 
strong potential as a model for mental health promotion activities in worksites 
through the province and beyond.”

DON’T DO AS I DID In three separate cases this year (Brian Buoy, Stephen Brown 
and Jason Denis Ulliac), consultants were ordered to write accounts of why they 
provided false or misleading documents to government and why they regretted 
their actions. These accounts ran in an environment industry membership news-
letter.

ASSOCIATED PROJECT: HAZARDOUS WASTE CONTAINERS 
Photo by Hanneke Brooymans
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Creative sentencing projects as proportion of total sentence

Year
Court ordered 

remedial 
activities

(Approx Value)

Total Penalties Creative Sentencing 
Component

Creative sentence as % of 
total penalty

2013 $1,850,000 $622,250 $156,120 25%
2012 $380,000 $140,000 37%
2011 $1,042,012 $523,000 50%
2010 $3,532,170 $2,893,500 82%
2009 $1,200,000 $1,489,575 $990,000 66%
2008 $14,305 $0 0%
2007 $677,100 $256,000 38%
2006 $549,702 $419,402 76%
2005 $987,419 $560,843 57%

1996-2004* $4,280,518 $1,618,378 37%
Total $13,575,051 $7,557,243 56%

APPENDIX I

* Breakdown available upon request



9

Appendix II
Ongoing projects being monitored

Offender Contravention 
(Act and Section)

Order Date and 
Conditions

Status

AAA Petroleum 
Contracting 
 Limited

Environmental Protection 
and Enhancement Act 
(EPEA) Section 176:  
Unlawful disposal of 
waste other than in a 
waste management facil-
ity.

October 13, 2005: $15,000 
Nose Creek Endowment 
Award to be established by 
SAIT Polytechnic to distrib-
ute student award.

Scheduled completion: 
Ongoing. Fine paid. Up-
dates are being provided 
annually as to awarded 
student. Received en-
dowment statements: 
2005-2006, 2006-2007, 
2007-2008, 2008-2009, 
2009-2010, 2010-2011, 
2011-2012; 2012-2013

All-Can Engineer-
ing & Services Ltd.

Water Act 142(1)(b): 
failed to provide informa-
tion

June 12, 2012: Fine of 
$10,000, plus $40,000 to Uni-
versity of Calgary, Haskayne 
School of Business for inci-
dent investigation.

Scheduled completion: 
2014. Fines paid. Ongo-
ing. 

Baker, Harold EPEA s.61: Commencing 
or continuing any activity 
that is designated by the 
regulations as requiring 
an approval

December 13, 2012: Fine 
of $1,000, plus $1,981.25 to 
Edgerton Emergency Servic-
es to pay for cost of putting 
out fire.

Scheduled completion: 
Fine paid. Creative sen-
tencing fine to fire depart-
ment due by December 
12, 2013. Not paid.  Al-
berta Crown Prosecution 
Service considering their 
options regarding enforce-
ment of creative sentenc-
ing portion of penalty.
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Offender Contravention 
(Act and Section)

Order Date and 
Conditions

Status

Brown, Stephen Water Act s.142(1)(a): 
Provided a false or mis-
leading document.

June 26, 2013: Fined $10,000, 
$9,000 of which was diverted 
to a creative sentencing proj-
ect in which the RiverWatch 
Institute of Alberta will use 
the funds to help purchase 
a fully-equipped raft and 
take a class of students on an 
educational river trip. Stop 
order requires no application 
for designations from specific 
professional organizations for 
a period of one year. Also re-
quired to publish an account 
of offence in the Environ-
mental Services Association 
of Alberta Weekly News.  

Scheduled completion: 
June 2015 for RiverWatch 
portion. Fine paid. Of-
fence account published.

Buoy, Brian EPEA 227(a): Knowingly 
provided false or mislead-
ing information. 

May 13, 2013: Fined $20,000. 
Also, stop order prohibits 
submission of documents 
under Permit to Practice for 
a period of one year. Account 
of offence to be published in 
Environmental Services As-
sociation of Alberta Weekly 
News. 

Scheduled completion: 
Fine to be completely paid  
by January 31, 2015. Of-
fence account published.

Canessco Services 
Inc.

EPEA 191(c): failed to 
prepare a manifest for a 
truck load of hazardous 
waste

August 17, 2011: Fine of 
$2,000, plus $8,000 to Ed-
monton Public School Board 
for hazardous waste storage 
project.

Scheduled completion: 
Final report due February 
2014. Fines paid.
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Offender Contravention 
(Act and Section)

Order Date and 
Conditions

Status

Canadian National 
Railway Company

EPEA 112(1)(a): failed to 
take all reasonable mea-
sures to repair, remedy 
and confine the effects of 
a substance

May 25, 2009: Fine of 
$400,000, $280,000 of which 
is to be directed towards 
NAIT to develop an emer-
gency response training 
course and offer scholarships. 
$20,000 is to go to the Al-
berta Fire Chiefs Association 
to be used to fund specialized 
training seminars on emer-
gency response and to offset 
attendance costs of those 
seminars for volunteer fire-
fighters. No deadlines for this 
portion of creative sentence. 
Order also specifies CN must 
deliver revised Emergency 
Response Plan and annual 
list of preferred suppliers up 
until 2012.

Scheduled completion: 
varies depending upon 
order component; some 
open-ended. Ongoing. 
Fines paid.

Devon Canada 
Corp.

Water Act 142(1)(b): 
failed to provide informa-
tion 

August 24, 2011: Fine of 
$25,000, plus creative sen-
tence of $60,000 for scholar-
ship to Olds College. College 
to send annual report. Finan-
cial statement to be provided 
when all funds expended.

Scheduled completion: 
ongoing, until funds de-
pleted. Fines paid.

Diversified Trans-
portation Ltd.

Waste Control Regulation 
s. 18(1)(b) and 18(1)(c): 
failed to store hazardous 
recyclables in an amount 
and in a manner so any 
leakage is contained, and 
failed to store hazardous 
recyclables with second-
ary containment.

October 21, 2013: Fined 
$35,000. $1,250 per count, 
plus $32,500 diverted to 
creative sentencing project 
paying operating costs for 
Crime Stoppers Association 
of Edmonton and Northern 
Alberta.

Scheduled completion: 
October 21, 2014. Fines 
paid. 

Grizzly Oil Sands 
ULC

Water Act s.142(1)(e): 
contravened the terms or 
conditions of a licence 

March 27, 2013: Fined 
$9,380, plus $90,620 to be di-
rected to a creative sentence 
to Alberta Innovates for a 
wetland plant propagation 
and reintroduction program.

Scheduled completion:  
March 27, 2016. Fines 
paid.
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Offender Contravention 
(Act and Section)

Order Date and 
Conditions

Status

Harvest Operations 
Corp.

EPEA 109(2): released 
or permitted release into 
the environment of a 
substance in an amount, 
concentration or level that 
may harm the environ-
ment

June 17, 2010: $21,000 fine, 
plus $49,000 to be paid to 
Ducks Unlimited Canada for 
funding wetland restoration 
project. 

Scheduled completion: 
May 31, 2011.  Fines paid. 
Extension granted to 
spend remaining balance 
of $13,172.39. 

Jovnic Inc. Water Act 142(2)(f): 
Commence or continue 
an activity without an 
approval or other authori-
zation

May 10, 2011: Fine of 
$20,000, plus creative sen-
tence penalty diversion of 
$168,365 to U of A for stur-
geon research, plus $11,635 
to Northern Sturgeon An-
glers Council for same.

Scheduled completion: 
May 10, 2014. Fines paid. 
Ongoing.

Mather, Dale Water Act s.142(2)(f): 
Commence or continue 
an activity without an 
approval or other authori-
zation

April 8, 2013: Fine of $5,000, 
plus $15,000 to be paid to 
Gull Lake Water Quality 
Management Society for a 
creative sentencing project 
that will reduce the amount 
of fertilizer flowing into Gull 
Lake.

Fine not paid by due date. 
Warrant of committal 
issued. Creative sentenc-
ing portion of fine also 
not paid.  Alberta Crown 
Prosecution Service 
considering their options 
regarding enforcement of 
creative sentencing por-
tion of penalty.

McColman & Sons Water Act s.142(1)(h): 
commencing or continu-
ing an activity without an 
approval; EPEA 60: know-
ingly operating a landfill 
without a registration

January 23, 2013: Fine of 
$20,000. Three-year stop or-
der prevents company from 
operating landfill. A waste 
remediation and monitoring 
plan, estimated to cost $1.85 
million, requires the com-
pany to remove wastes placed 
at the site, repair the Gold-
bar Creek riparian area, and 
monitor surface and ground-
water quality. Removal of 
materials must be complete 
by January 1, 2015.

Fine paid. Scheduled 
landfill cleanup comple-
tion: 2015
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Offender Contravention 
(Act and Section)

Order Date and 
Conditions

Status

Morozoff, Gordon 
and A Little Piece of 
Travers Inc.

PLA s.56(1)(o): failed to 
comply with an enforce-
ment order

October 28, 2013: Morozoff 
and company fined $1,150 
and $4,600, respectively. An 
order also requires them to 
properly survey land titles 
boundaries and to reclaim 
impacted land.

Survey to be completed by 
Dec. 1, 2013. Reclamation 
to be completed by July 
31, 2014.

Permolex Ltd. EPEA 227(e) x 2: contra-
vened a term or condition 
of an approval 

April 18, 2012: Fine of 
$50,000 plus creative sen-
tence penalty diversion of 
$100,000 to City of Red Deer 
for stormwater research on 
Red Deer River and tributar-
ies.

Scheduled completion: 
April 18, 2015 Fines paid. 
Ongoing.

Primewest Energy 
Inc.

EPEA 98(2): Unlawful 
release of a substance into 
the environment that may 
cause an adverse effect.

June 13, 2003: Fine of 
$25,000, plus $75,000 to the 
Alberta Stream Watch Con-
servation Coalition, for the 
purpose of funding a habitat 
restoration project, namely 
the Falls Creek Reclamation 
Project.

Scheduled completion: 
Oct. 1, 2006. Extension 
granted in Aug 2007. 
Finse paid. Waiting for 
planning decision in order 
to expend remaining 
funds.

Statoil Canada Ltd. Water Act 142(1)(e): 
contravened the terms or 
conditions of a licence 

October 31, 2011: Fined 
$5,000. Creative sentence 
penalty $185,000. Have one 
year to launch online learn-
ing portal on regulations 
surrounding surface water 
diversions in order to prevent 
similar occurrences with oth-
ers in the same industry. Pro-
gram to be updated over the 
next two years as required.

Scheduled completion: 
Oct. 31, 2014. Fines paid. 
Ongoing
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Offender Contravention 
(Act and Section)

Order Date and 
Conditions

Status

Suncor Energy Inc. 
(Firebag Operation) 

EPEA 227(e) & 227(c): 
Contravene a term or 
condition of an approval 
and fail to provide infor-
mation 

April 2, 2009:                                                       
Suncor pays a fine of 
$675,000 with $315,000 going 
towards a creative sentenc-
ing project at the U of C and 
$75,000 going towards a 
scholarship at Keyano Col-
lege. 

Fines paid. U of C por-
tion COMPLETED. 
Major report re-
ceived June 15, 2011.                                                                                                         
Keyano portion - ONGO-
ING: required to provide 
annual reports detailing 
disbursements. Received 
reports 2011, 2012.

Syncrude Canada 
Ltd.

EPEA 155: Failed to keep 
or store a hazardous sub-
stance in a manner that 
ensures it does not come 
into contact or contami-
nate any animals. Migra-
tory Birds Convention Act 
5.1(1): Permitted harmful 
substance to be deposited 
in waters frequented by 
migratory birds.

October 22, 2010: Syncrude 
to pay $1.3 million to Univer-
sity of Alberta trust account 
for research on avian protec-
tion, $900,000 to Alberta 
Conservation Association 
to acquire Golden Ranches 
habitat, and $250,000 to 
Keyano College to develop a 
wildlife management techni-
cian diploma program.

Fines paid. Scheduled 
completion: Alberta 
Conservation Association 
- COMPLETE report re-
ceived. Ongoing: Keyano 
College program - await-
ing final report; University 
of Alberta - awaiting final 
report - due April 2014 

Ulliac, Jason Denis Water Act 142(2)(a): 
Knowingly providing false 
or misleading informa-
tion, data, records, reports 
or documents pursuant 
to a requirement under 
the Water Act to provide 
them.

May 27, 2013: Fined $10,000, 
$9,000 of which was diverted 
to a creative sentencing proj-
ect in which the RiverWatch 
Institute of Alberta will use 
the funds to help purchase 
a fully-equipped raft and 
take a class of students on an 
educational river trip. Stop 
order requires no application 
for designations from specific 
professional organizations for 
a period of one year. Also re-
quired to publish an account 
of offence in the Environ-
mental Services Association 
of Alberta Weekly News.  

Scheduled completion: 
Fine paid. May 2015 for 
RiverWatch portion of the 
sentence.  Account pub-
lished.


